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3DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 7/7/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. Applicant did not provide a complete claim set. Claims 1-10 were listed, but 
claims 1 1 -22 were not listed. Because of this, the Office has assumed that Claims 1 1 - 
22 have been cancelled. 

3. Applicant argues that because Halahmi requires conversion of email messages, 
Halahmi fails to teach determining whether to transform information content at a server 
from a first data format to a second data format and sending the information content to a 
client device in the first data format or the second data format. In column 6, lines 10-18, 
Halahmi "optionally converts] the received message directly to the specific file format 
which is suitable for wireless communication device 12." This is determining whether to 
transform information content at a server from a first data format to a second data 
format. Column 6, lines 26-43 details "preparing] the message in a suitable, specific 
data format for transmission to wireless communication device 12. ..E-mail portion 
server 26 then sends the formatted message to wireless communication device 12 for 
display." This is "sending the information content to a client device in the first data 
format or the second data format." In this case, the information content is sent to the 
client device in the "second data format". This is all the claim requires. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Halahmi (US 6,684,088). 

6. In regard to claim 1 , Halahmi disclosed: 

A method for optimizing display of information content on a client device, the 
method comprising: column 4, lines 49-60 

receiving at a server a request from the client device for information content; 
column 5, lines 43-44 

receiving at a server the information content in a first data format from an 
information source; column 5, line 58 - column 6, line 9 

determining an efficiency with which the client device can process the information 
content when the information content is stored in the first data format versus when the 
information content is stored in a second data format, wherein the first data format does 
not involve the server applying cascading style sheet pre-processing to the information 
content, and the second data format involves the server applying cascading style sheet 
pre-processing to the information content; column 6, lines 10-18. CSS support is 
provided in column 1 1 , line 56. 
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determining the transmission capabilities of a wireless communication link used 
to send the information content to the client device; column 1 1 , line 45 

based on the efficiency with which the client device can process the information 
content in the first and second data formats, and the transmission capabilities of the 
wireless communication link, determining whether to transform the information content 
at the server from the first data format to the second data format; and column 6, lines 
10-43 

sending the information content to the client device in the first data format or the 
second data format. Column 6, lines 26-43 

7. In regard to claim 2, Halahmi disclosed: 

determining that the wireless communication link has changed and a second 
wireless communication link is being used to send the information content to the client 
device; and column 1 1 , line 45 

using a preset transformation mode associated with the second wireless 
communication link to determining whether to transform the information content at the 
server from the first data format to the second data format. Column 1 1 , lines 26-45; 
column 6, lines 1-9 

8. In regard to claim 3, Halahmi disclosed: 

determining whether to send the information content to the client device in the 
first data format or the second data format comprises determining whether to send the 
information content to the client device with no content transformations. Column 6, lines 
1-9; column 11, lines 26-57 
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9. In regard to claim 4, Halahmi disclosed: 

when the wireless communication link allows for high bandwidth communication, 
sending the information content to the client device in the first data format as received 
from the information source; and column 1 1 , line 45 

when the wireless communication link allows for low bandwidth communication, 
transforming the information content in the first data format or the second data format 
based on the transmission capabilities. Column 1 1 , lines 26-45 

10. In regard to claim 5, Halahmi disclosed: 

the client device detecting the transmission capabilities of the wireless 
communication link and switching between receiving the information content in the first 
data format or the second data format based on the transmission capabilities. Column 

11. lines 26-45 

11. In regard to claim 8, Halahmi disclosed: 

determining whether to transform the information content from the first data 
format to the second data format further comprises considering criteria specified by a 
user of the client device, column 1 1 , lines 35-36 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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13. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halahmi in view of Nevo et al. (US 6,928,266). 

14. In regard to claims 6-7, Halahmi disclosed the Halahmi invention operated over a 
wireless network using WAP. Halahmi, column 5, lines 23-48. Halahmi failed to 
disclose the use of the IEEE 802.11b protocol for wireless transmission. Halahmi 
disclosed the use of the Wireless Access Protocol. Halahmi, column 5, line 41 . Nevo 
disclosed various wireless protocols are used for communication between network 
devices. These protocols included Home RF, known as the Shared Wireless Access 
Protocol (SWAP) and the IEEE 802.1 1b standard. Nevo, column 1, lines 14-31, 
background. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention was aware that IEEE 
802.1 1 b was a standardized wireless protocol for transmitting data over a wireless 
network. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to use the 802.1 1 b wireless protocol with Halahmi in order to allow faster data 
transfer and to allow connection with 802. 11b servers. 

15. Claims 9-1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halahmi in view of Beyda et al. (US 6,275,850). 

16. In regard to claims 9-10, Halahmi failed to disclose determining times to 
transform and transmit the data in order to send the data to the client device. Beyda 
disclosed a method of determining whether an attachment should be downloaded with 
an email to a client device. Beyda, column 2, lines 29-41 . Beyda took into account the 
maximum download time of the file when determining whether to transmit the 
attachment to the client device. Beyda, column 2, lines 51-63, column 7, lines 14-22. It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use 
time (Beyda, column 7, lines 14-22) as one of the properties to determine how data 
would be transmitted in Halahmi (column 11, lines 26-57) in order to prevent network 
congestion and deliver data efficiently to the end user. 

Conclusion 

17. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey R. Swearingen whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3921 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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